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Status 

1 )^| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 1 0 January 2008 . 
2a )£3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^3 Claim(s) 1-48 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 2-6,9-17,19-23 and 26-48 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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Response to Amendments 

1. This action is in response to the amendments filed on 1/10/2008. Claims 1, 7, 
and 18 have been amended. Claims 2-6, 9-17, 19-23 and 26-48 have been withdrawn 
from considerations due to non-elected claims. Claims 1, 7-8, 18 and 24-25 are 
pending examinations. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 7, 18, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Brandt in view of McCaslin. 

Brandt discloses a system and method for accessing rental equipment 
reservation software applications via the world wide web, including the steps of 
displaying reservation summary having reservation data (i.e. car preference, origin city, 
etc.) and vehicle type information (see column 23, lines 64-67); tracking equipment 
inventory (see column 23, lines 30-40); making confirmation of reservation (see column 
28, lines 60-63); updating reservation information (see column 32, lines 47-48); 
searching equipment inventory (see paragraph bridging columns 29-30); displaying 
customer information and customer history information(see column 31, lines 7-11) and 
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wherein the equipment inventory information for each rental location is accessible via 
the network by all of the other rental locations on the network (see col. 23). 

However, Brandt appears silent regarding tracking the equipment inventory 
information for each rental location for managing equipment availability at the plurality of 
rental locations. McCaslin discloses a system and method whereby equipment and its 
availability at given service locations (col. 16 line 8), is managed, e.g. equipment is 
determined unavailable at a service location if its status is marked "ready to ship". It 
would be obvious to modify the system in Brandt to include the plural location 
equipment management feature of McCaslin whereby the availability of equipment at 
any rental location in Brandt would be known. Notwithstanding, Official notice is taken 
of the well known use of a equipment manage system used in auto rental locations 
which manages equipment availability, e.g. car needed in FLA so the system finds a 
customer going to FLA to deliver the car (as evident by Williams Pub. No. (US 
2003/01 49600A1) paragraph [0008], and also Yamaguchi et al US Pub. No. (US 
2002/0087334 A1) paragraph [0008]), this would be an obvious inclusion into Brandt 
because it would create a more efficient use of equipment. 

Although Brandt teaches displaying a reservation summary having reservation 
information pertaining to the type of equipment reserved and the date of the reservation, 
he does not expressly teach displaying information pertaining to a plurality of customer 
reservations. 

The examiner takes official notice that displaying information pertaining to a 
plurality of customer reservations is well know and old in the art, as evident by Rose et 
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al. US Patent No. (7,069,228) see claim 2. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Brandt to include displaying information pertaining to a 
plurality of customer reservation in order to know which equipment is available to 
reserve. 

Re claims 7, 24: col. 32 lines 47 et seq. discloses updating a selected car. 

Claims 8, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brandt in view of McCaslin and further Craig. 

Craig teaches the use of a system alerting the user of upon the detection of an 
update failure (see paragraph bridging columns 7-8). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Brandt with 
update alert failures as taught by Craig, because update alert failure notifications allows 
the user to determine when updates have problems. 

Conclusion 

4. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but are not persuasive. In 
particular, the applicant's argues: A) Neither Brandt nor McCaslin teach or suggest 
tracking the equipment inventory information for each rental location for managing 
equipment availability at the plurality of rental locations; B) There is no suggestion or 
motivation in the cited prior art to use McCaslin to modify Brandt; C) applicant traverses 
the use of Official Notice and request from the examiner to provide documentary 
evidence; D) Craig does not address reservation information or equipment tracking, 
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does disclose a reservation summary or field for reservation information or equipment ... 
rental locations. 

In response to A) examiner respectfully disagrees. Applicant is reminded that 
claims must be given their broadest reasonable interpretation. McCaslin teach the 
deficiencies of the primary reference Brandt. Note that McCaslin discloses a system 
and method whereby equipment and its availability at a given service location (see 
col. 16 line 1-15), is managed, e.g. equipment is determined unavailable at a service 
location if its status is marked "ready to ship". Therefore Brandt in view of McCaslin still 
meet the scope of the limitation as currently claimed. 

In response to B) the examiner respectfully disagrees. The examiner recognizes 
that obviousness can only be established by combining or modifying the teachings of 
the prior art to produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, 
or motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 
USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. 
Cir. 1992). In this case, In this case, it would be advantageous to incorporate the 
teachings of McCaslin into the disclosure of Brandt, for the purpose stated in the 
previous action dated 7/10/2007, the motivation being whereby the availability of 
equipment at any rental location in Brandt would be known. 

In addition, KSR forecloses the argument that a specific teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation is required to support a finding of obviousness. See the recent Board 
decision Ex parte Smith, -USPQ2d-, slip op. at 20, (Bd. Pat. App. & Interf. June 25, 
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2007) (citing KSR, 82 USPQ2d at 1396) (available at 
https://www.uspto.qov/web/offices/dcom/bpai/prec/fd071923.pdf ) 

In response to C) examiner respectfully disagrees. Applicant is reminded that 
claims must be given their broadest reasonable interpretation. The Official Notice 
presented in the previous action is proper as in the evidence provided in the previous 
action. In addition, examine notes: that the applicant failed to specifically point out the 
supposed errors in the examiner's action, and to state why the notice fact is not 
considered to be common knowledge or well known in the art, therefore in view of the 
inadequate traversal, and in light of the requirements of 2144.03(c), the examiner notes 
that the well known in the art statements of the previous Office Action are considered to 
be admitted prior art. 

In response to D) the examiner would like to direct the applicant's attention to the 
fact that Craig was not relied upon to teach the claimed limitation mentioned above. 
Examiner relied on Craig as a third reference to teach the deficiencies of Brandt in view 
of McCaslin. Note that Craig teaches the use of a system alerting the user upon the 
detection of an update failure (see at least Paragraph 7-8). Therefore Brandt in view of 
McCaslin in further view of Craig still meets the scope of the limitation as currently 
claimed. 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mussa A. Shaawat whose telephone number is 571- 
272-2945. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri (8am-5:30pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Florian Zeender can be reached on 571-272-6790. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Mussa Shaawat 
Patent Examiner 
March 17, 2008 



IF. Ryan Zeender/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3627 



